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FIGURE 1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Year 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 
O&M Expenditures $566 $607 $656 $659 $691 $706 $733 $755 

Ridership 560.5 592.9 550.0 533.1 527.5 526.2 525.3 555.7 
 

Year 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 

O&M Expenditures $875 $912 $1,010 $936 $1,048 $1,062 $1,066 $1,185

Ridership 545.5 524.4 533.6 505.5 519.6 555.6 584.2 588.8 
 
Note: Operation and Maintenance (O&M) Expenditures are in millions. 
Source: National Transit Database. 

 
Figure 1 illustrates a comparison between the total unlinked transit ridership of the regions 
major operators* and the costs to operate and maintain (O&M) their transit systems.  The 
rate at which O&M costs is increasing compared to transit ridership has been a concern in 
the past and will remain one in the future until total transit ridership increases.  The figure 
does show that over the past four years, between 1995 and 1999, we have seen an 
increase in transit ridership of about 16.5%, 
 
*A glossary may be found in Appendix N (Volume 3) for a list of the major operators and some abbreviations 
used in the analysis text. 
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FIGURE 2 

 
SCAG 
Region 

Per Capita 
Ridership 

1985 45.8 
1986 41.3 
1987 39.0 
1988 37.7 
1989 36.6 
1990 35.7 
1991 36.9 
1992 35.5 
1993 33.8 
1994 34.2 
1995 32.1 
1996 32.5 
1997 34.9 
1998 35.4 
1999 35.7 

 
 
 
 

 
FIGURE  3 

 
SCAG 
Region 

Annual 
Unlinked Trips

1985 593,000,000 
1986 550,000,000 
1987 533,000,000 
1988 528,000,000 
1989 526,000,000 
1990 525,000,000 
1991 556,000,000 
1992 546,000,000 
1993 524,000,000 
1994 534,000,000 
1995 506,000,000 
1996 520,000,000 
1997 556,000,000 
1998 584,000,000 
1999 589,000,000 
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   FIGURE 4 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Annual Unlinked Passenger Trips Small to 
Medium 

Operators 1984 1986 1988 1990 1992 1994 1996 1998 1999 

Laguna Beach 169,000 130,000 112,000 118,000 106,000 104,000 74,000 83,000 83,000 

Victor Valley - - - - - 508,000 508,000 643,000 839,000 

Antelope Valley - 320,000 394,000 661,000 829,000 1,174,000 1,705,000 2,011,000 2,155,000

Commerce 824,000 862,000 799,000 877,000 871,000 916,000 1,031,000 1,086,000 1,012,000

Norwalk 1,381,000 988,000 1,164,000 1,059,000 1,082,000 1,032,000 1,204,000 1,284,000 1,357,000

SCAT 1,454,000 1,641,000 1,589,000 2,239,000 2,625,000 2,798,000 2,939,000 3,309,000 3,418,000

SunLine 1,402,000 975,000 1,390,000 2,737,000 3,026,000 2,891,000 2,809,000 3,407,00 3,682,000

Culver City 2,607,000 2,954,000 3,089,000 3,817,000 3,893,000 3,773,000 4,211,000 4,652,000 5,104,000

Gardena 3,576,000 3,847,000 3,782,000 4,185,000 4,321,000 4,422,000 4,150,000 5,193,000 5,898,000

Torrance 3,110,000 3,570,000 2,797,000 3,533,000 3,541,000 3,582,000 4,690,000 4,644,000 4,441,000
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FIGURE 5 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Annual Unlinked Passenger Trips Medium to 
Large 

Operators 1984 1986 1988 1990 1992 1994 1996 1998 1999 

Long Beach 23,0005,000 20,528,000 21,232,000 20,602,000 20,816,000 23,201,000 23,583,000 24,457,000 27,119,000 

Santa 
Monica 17,071,000 18,196,000 18,195,000 18,998,000 18,763,000 17,602,000 18,433,000 20,794,000 21,740,000 

OmniTrans 3,547,000 3,645,000 3,865,000 5,262,000 6,589,000 7,216,000 9,765,000 13,212,000 14,630,000 

Foothill 
Transit - - - - 6,868,000 11,052,000 13,464,000 13,848,000 13,736,000 

RTA 2,708,000 3,154,000 2,980,000 3,677,000 4,241,000 5,174,000 6,059,000 6,657,000 6,960,000 

LADOT - - - - - 4,637,000 5,447,000 7,166,000 6,533,000 

Montebello 4,164,000 5,512,000 6,394,000 6,373,000 6,202,000 5,418,000 5,944,000 6,786,000 6,947,000 

OCTA 29,804,000 33,299,000 33,475,000 44,846,000 44,341,000 38,154,000 44,512,000 51,574,000 54,620,000 
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    FIGURE 6 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
   FIGURE 7 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

LACMTA 
Annual 

Unlinked 
Pasenger 

Trips 
1984 465,638,000 
1986 450,378,000 
1988 426,240,000 
1990 406,363,000 
1992 406,110,000 
1994 379,738,000 
1996 336,854,000 
1998 367,913,000 
1999 359,572,000 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Annual Unlinked Passenger Trips 

(In millions) 1992 1994 1996 1998 1999* 

Red Line - 5.0 7.7 11.6 13.3 

Light Rail 11.3 11.8 19.0 22.7 25.8 

SCCRA 
Total all lines - 4.2 5.9 6.9 7.7 

San Bern - 1.3 1.8 2.1 2.3 

Ant. Valley - 0.7 0.9 1.1 1.3 

Riverside - 0.7 0.9 1.0 1.1 

Orange - 0.7 1.2 1.3 1.4 

Ventura/Bur. - 0.8 0.8 1.0 1.1 

Inl. Empire - - 0.3 0.4 .5 
*Line-by-line information is provided from Metrolink 
conductor counts for Fiscal Year 1999-2000. 
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FIGURE  12 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Operation and Maintenance Cost Per Passenger Mile Small to  
Medium 

Operators 1992 1993 
 

1994 
 

1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 

Victor Valley - - $ .57 $ .52 $ .68 $ .64 $ .61 $ .46 

SunLine $ .41 $ .41 $ .49 $ .41 $ .44 $ .43 - $ .45 

SCAT  $ .48 $ .45 $ .51 $ .52 $ .49 $ .46 $ .46 $ .41 

Santa Clarita - - - - - - $ .39 $ .17 

Norwalk $ .46 $ .85 $ .80 $ .74 $ .54 $ .57 $ .60 $ .68 

Montebello $ .54   $ .79 $ .80 $ 76 $ .68 $ .56 $ 54 $.58 

Gardena $ .34 $ .34 $ .37 $ .37 $ .40 $ .34 $ .32 $ .31 

Culver City $ .42  $ .46 $ .45 $ .45 $ .47 $ .47 $ .46 $ .43 

Commerce $ .48 $ .33 $ .30 $ .35 $ .33 $ .31 $ .34 $ .37 

Antelope 
Valley $ .21 $ .18 $ .24 $ .16 $ .15 $ .13 $ .11 $ .13 

National Transit Data Base 

Regional Transit Trends 
O&M per Passenger Mile 
Small to medium operators 
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FIGURE 13 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                                                                                                                           
 

Operation and Maintenance Cost Per Passenger Mile Medium to 
Large 

Operators 1992 1993 
 

1994 
 

1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 

LACMTA $ .39 $ .41 $ .45 $ .44 $ .49 $ .48 $ .48 $ .57 
Foothill 
Transit $ .23 $ .22 $ .23 $ .24 $ .22 $ .27 $ .19 $ .21 

Santa 
Monica $ .22 $ .24 $ .24 $ .25 $ .26 $ .27 $ .30 $ .28 

RTA $ .53 $ .46 $ .44 $ .44 $ .40 $ .42 $ .44 $ .42 

Torrance $ .38 $ .53 $ .52 $ .49 $ .48 $ .49 $ .50 $ .49 

OmniTrans $ .34 $ .39 $ .40 $ .44 $ .43 $ .32 $ .31 $ .28 

LADOT - - $ .61 $ .55 $ .58 $ .55 $ .61 $ .40 

OCTA $ .50 $ .51 $ .63 $ .60 $ .52 $ 42 $ .52 $ .58 
Long 
Beach $ .48 $ .49 $ .52 $ .60 $ .52 $ .54 $ .57 $ .56 
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FIGURE 14 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
             
     

O&M per Passenger Mile 

 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 

Light Rail $ .30 $ .42 $ .45 $ .30 $ .35 

Red Line $2.21 $2.63 $1.40 $1.33 $1.32 

SCRRA $ .34 $ .29 $ .29 $ .21 $ .30 
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                 Table 1 

 

Per Capita Ridership Scenarios 

Scenario Per Capita 
Ridership(PCR) 

2025 Annual  
Unlinked Trips 

1 
  PCR Trend 5yrs.  
  Same as 92-97 

34.3 775,180,000 

2 
  PCR Trend 10yrs. 
  Same as 87-89 

29.0 
 655,400,000 

3 
  Maintain-1997 PCR 34.9 788,740,000 

4 
  Double 97 PCR 52.4 1,184,240,000 

5 
  Maintain-1990           
   Congestion 

114.3 2,583,180,000 

6 
  Enhance – Meet  
  Conformity 

72.0 1,627,200,000 

 
 
 
 
 
 

The above six ridership scenarios were proposed and analyzed by the Regional 
Transit Task Force.  The Transportation and Communications Committee(TCC) 
chose Scenario 3, maintain the 1997 level of per capita ridership (PCR), as a 
regional goal.  The TCC realized that because the projected population in 2025 is 
22.6 million, PCR would equate to an increase of 40% in total unlinked trips. 
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FIGURE 18 
 

 
 
 
 

Daily Regional Boarding Goals for 2025  
based on Maintaining 1997 Per Capita Ridership 

 
Mode 19971 2025 Plan2 

Local Bus/Rapid Bus 1,635,000 2,233,025 

Express 58,000 129,990 

Urban Rail 111,000 374,966 

Metrolink 25,000 77,889 

Maglev - 256,738 

67% increase 1,829,000 3,072,608 
 

1Estimated daily ridership for 1997 calculated using the National Transit Database 
2SCAG Regional Model 
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Table 2 
 
Long-Range Corridors 
 
 
The Transit Corridor Task Force members and other transportation authorities submitted 
constrained and long-range transit corridors for the 2001 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). 
The Constrained list, those in the Governor’s Plan or in the Regional Transportation Improvement 
Program, were the corridors included in the 2001 RTP.  The following table contains all of the 
unconstrained or long-range corridors submitted by the counties within the SCAG region. 
 
 
 

Los Angeles County 

Transit Corridor Title Origin Destination 

West LA/Pico Hollywood at Vine Red Line Santa Monica 

Colorado Blvd./Los Feliz Hollywood at Highland Red Line Colorado & Hill 

Garvey Ave. Union Station Santa Anita & Ramona 

Long Beach Blvd. 4th &Hill Del Amo Mall & Sepulveda 

San Fernando Rd. Union Station San Fernando Metrolink 

Western Ave. Western at Hollywood Red Line Green Line at Vermont 

Pasadena Blue Line Extension 
(Study) Sierra Madre Central & Arrow (Metrolink) 

Eastside Light Rail (Study) Atlantic & Beverly Norwalk & Whittier Blvd. 

Pacific Electric ROW (Study) Downtown Los Angeles Orange Co. Line at La Palma 

Taylor Yard (Metro Station) Union Station San Fernando Rd. & Fletcher 

 
 
 
 
 

Orange County 

Transit Corridor Title Origin Destination 

Pacific Electric ROW (Study) Orange Co. border in La Palma Center Line Broadway & 
Chestnut 

San Diego Freeway Blue Line W. 7th & State St. Costa Mesa 
 

North Extensions (Center Line) Fullerton Brea & Norwalk 
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South County Extension 
 (Center Line) Irvine San Juan Capistrano 

 
 
Table 2 (Cont’d) 
 
Long-Range Corridors 
 

Riverside County 

Transit Corridor Title Origin Destination 

Banning/Beaumont Temecula Central & Richton Temecula 

Hemet to Corona/Lake Elsinore Hemet to Corona, looking at East West corridors connecting cities 

I-215/SR-74 Riverside to Hemet, following I-215 & SR 74 

Moreno Valley to San Bernardino Moreno Valley to San Bernardino Co., North/South travel demand 

Orange Co./Riverside Linking counties using new alternative corridors 

 
 

San Bernardino County 

Transit Corridor Title Origin Destination 

Foothill Blvd. Central & Richton “E” St. & Rialto 

Holt Blvd. Holt Blvd. & Garey Sierra Ave. & Orange 

“E” Street North Park & University Pkwy Barton Lane & Benton 

Riverside Ave. Riverside Ave & Live Oak Valley Blvd. & Pepper 

I-10 Rapid Bus Transit  “E” St. & Rialto  Central & Richton 

Fontana Sierra & Orange Way Redlands Metrolink 

Central Ave. Central & Richton Central & Chino Ave. 

Eastern San Bernardino Valley California & Redland 14th & Beaumont 

Central San Bernardino Valley Sierra Ave. & Orange Way Van Buren & Limonte 

Western San Bernardino Valley Richton & Central  West Corona Metrolink Station 

 
 

Ventura County 

Transit Corridor Title Origin Destination 

Saviers Road Rail Line Oxnard Transcenter Hueneme Harbor 
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Note: All of the long-range corridors note an approximate origin and destination and are not mode specific, unless 
noted. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 Antelope Valley Transit Authority (AVTA) 

 City of Gardena Transportation Department (Gardena) 

 City of Commerce Municipal Buslines (Commerce) 

 City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) 

 City of Torrance Transit System (Torrance) 

 Culver City Municipal Bus Lines (Culver City) 

 Foothill Transit (Foothill) 

 Laguna Beach Municipal Transit Lines (Laguna) 

 Long Beach Public Transportation Company (Long Beach) 

 Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA/MTA) 

 Montebello Bus Lines (Montebello) 

 Norwalk Transit System (Norwalk) 

 Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA) 

 Omnitrans  

 Riverside Transportation Authority (RTA) 

 Santa Clarita Transit (Santa Clarita) 

 Santa Monica Municipal Bus Lines (SM) 

 Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA/Metrolink) 

 South Coast Area Transit (SCAT) 

 SunLine Transit Agency (SunLine) 

 Victor Valley Transit Authority (Victor Valley/VVTA) 
 

Glossary 
 
Major Transit Operators within Southern California used in Analysis 


